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More sloppy justice 


When the nation heard the sentence 
passed on the Birmingham pub bombers last 
month it was stunned in disbelief. The 
bombers received only a nominal life sen- 
tence not accompanied by any recommen- 
dation that they should serve a minimum 
period. This means that they could all be 
free within 12 years — and even sooner if 
the Home Secretary so decided. 

The mildness of the sentence imme- 
diately led to questions being raised as to 
whether there had been some collusion 
between the judge and the Home Office. 
Did the Home Office exert pressure on 
Justice Bridge, the man responsible, in order 
that the bombers may later be used as a 
bargaining counter in some future govern- 
ment ‘deal’ with the I.R.A.? It must be 
understood in this respect that had the 
judge given a recommendation as to a 


minimum period of imprisonment it would 
be much more difficult for the Home 
Office to agree to the release of the bombers 
before that period had expired. 

Mr. Justice Bridge has recently issued a 
denial that any such collusion with the 
Home Office existed, and he has stated that 
the decision as to the nature of the sentence 
was his and his alone. 

Be that as it may, the sentence remains 
appallingly inadequate. If the judge was not 
influenced by any considerations of future 
‘deals’, it can only be said that he is just 
another of the dreadfully soft and sloppy 
creatures who have been on the benches of 
British courts for far longer than is good for 
law and order in this country. 


Integration by order 


New race laws are being prepared for 
Britain which, it is estimated, will be the 
toughest to be found anywhere in the 
world. The laws are intended to cover 
‘discrimination’ against coloured immigrants 
at-places of work. 

The laws will allow the Race Relations 
Gestapo to enter factories with or without 
the consent of the owners in order to inves- 
tigate complaints. Where it considers that it 
has discovered cases of ‘discrimination’ the 
guilty parties will be hauled before an 
industrial tribunal (how appointed is not 
made clear) which will have the power to 
impose fines without limit on the com- 
panies concerned. 

In a recent report submitted by the 
Race Relations Board it is alleged that there 
is severe ‘discrimination’ in places of work 
over matters of promotion. This, the Board 
says, must stop. 

Just how it is to be stopped is some- 
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thing over which the report is none too 
specific, but the implications of both the 
report and the proposed legislation are that 
if a white worker is given promotion in a 
workshop in which a majority of the workers 
employed are coloured this will be deemed 
‘discrimination’ and therefore illegal. 

Just how British industry, already in a 
decidedly weakened state, will bear up under 
this latest nonsense is something frightening 
to contemplate. It looks as if, to escape pro- 
secution, many factories will have to appoint 
coloured foremen over large areas of the pro- 
duction lines. The question of whether such 
foremen are the best qualified for the job 
seems to matter very little. The important 
thing is that Britain shows that she leads the 
world in the ‘anti-discrimination’ struggle. 
When our industry has finally collapsed in 
insolvency and Britain is reduced to a pas- 
toral economy, we will at least be able to 
shout this fact with pride. 


Progress to 1984 


A fresh step to the complete control 
over the whole news media was made recently 
when the Labour Party announced a ban on 
certain journalists attempting to attend the 
party conference at Blackpool. The ban was 
applied to journalists who are not members 
of the N.U.J. 

This followed a refusal of the party 
headquarters to issue reports of party MPs’ 
speeches to two Birmingham papers as a 
result of their dismissal of 250 N.U.J. mem- 
bers over a pay dispute. 

It should be obvious that these deve- 
lopments represent the thin end of the 
wedge so far as the complete destruction of 
press freedom is concerned. Membership of 
the N.U.J. is not the automatic right of any 
journalist; two journalists from the National 
Front paper Britain First were recently 
refused membership of that body by the 
majority decision of a left-wing dominated 
committee. If only journalists acceptable to 
the left-wing are allowed to be members and 
then only members are given full access to 
the nation’s news, it needs no brilliant deduc- 
tion to establish that we are on the way toa 
totalitarian domination of the news media 
by those on the left side of politics. 

No doubt this is exactly the purpose 
of the lefties who control Transport House 
and of their even more leftish friends out- 
side. 


History re-examined 


A strange story has unfolded itself 
over the past few months — strange at least 
in this land of supposed democracy and 
freedom. 

Last year there appeared a book called 
Did Six Million Really Die?, published by a 
body calling itself Historical Review Press 
and operating from an address at 23 Ellerker 
Gardens, Richmond, Surrey. Its theme, as 


the title suggests, was a denial of the official 
history of Hitler’s concentration camps. In 
the book the author, Richard Harwood, pro- 
duced extensive statistics to refute the story 
that six-million Jews were exterminated by 
the Nazis. Numerous witnesses, including 
anti-Nazis and Jews, were quoted as evidence 
that no gas chambers existed. Mr. Harwood’s 
view was that the six-million legend was a 
deliberate hoax manufactured in order to 
discredit all future movements of nationalism 
anywhere in the world by association with 
the Nazis and their reported crimes. 

Apparently, no sooner had the book 
appeared than a great furore was let loose 
to the effect that its publication and distri- 
bution should not be allowed. A letter was 
sent to the Director of Public Prosecutions 
by certain members of the Jewish community 
in Britain demanding that the book be 
declared illegal and its publishers and author 
prosecuted on the ground that it repre- 
sented an ‘incitement to racial hatred’ 
against the Jews. 

We are not concerned here whether 
the contents of this book are true or false. 
What is alarming is the outcry that the pub- 
lic should not be allowed to read them 
and judge for itself. After all, one version of 
the events of the pre-war and wartime period 
has had ample a hearing. To deny the right 
of people to hear another version is surely a 
betrayal of all the principles of freedom for 
which the war was supposed to have been 
fought. 

As for the claim that the book incites 
‘racial hatred’ against persons of the Jewish 
faith by alleging that some wartime atrocity 
stories were false, we find such a claim a 
little curious. As well as Jews, there are 
residing in this country some several thous- 
ands of people of German origin. One might 
as well say by the same token that it is an 
incitement to ‘racial hatred’ against them by 
publishing material which states that the 
same atrocity stories are true. No-one has so 
far made such a suggestion. 

Our society should be strong enough 
to stand a retrospective examination of the 
record of 30-40 years ago from more than 
one point of view. It should be strong 
enough for free and open debate on the sub- 
ject. If it is not, and certain views must be 
suppressed in the way suggested, that is 
something which should be a source of great 
worry to us all. 


Sense from Smith 


Mr. Ian Smith really is a man of the 
most extraordinary contradictions. 

Last month he spoke loud and clear 
words which the great majority of White 
Rhodesians and their friends overseas have 
longed to hear. In a press interview at the 
Victoria Falls conference with other leaders 
of African countries he stated that he will 
never hand over power in Rhodesia to any 
black majority government. “How,” he 


Ian Smith 


said, “can you ask anybody to join you in 
planning a premeditated surrender — in 
conniving at your own defeat?” 

To which we give three rousing cheers. 
The trouble is that Mr. Smith does not say 
this often enough, while at the same time 
too often does he say and do things which 
suggest that he favours the very opposite. 
Over the last year or so he has been, to say 
the least, highly equivocal on the matter of 
his determination to defend White leader- 
ship in his country, and the question still 
remains: if this determination is real, then 
just what does he expect to gain from 
negotiations with black African leaders 
who are absolutely committed to black rule 
in Rhodesia and to obtaining that black 
tule by terror and force if he does not hand 
it to them peacefully? 

Possibly Mr. Smith thinks that he is 
performing a clever public relations exercise 
by such negotiations, but in fact he is doing 
precisely the opposite. No good purpose in 
public relations is served by his trying to 
reconcile Rhodesia’s enemies — they are 
irreconcilable anyway. What Mr. Smith 
should be doing is giving encouragement to 
Rhodesia’s firm friends, both in and outside 
that country, and what these friends need is 
a constant, undeviating and unapologetic 
affirmation that Mr. Smith is a white supre- 
macist and always will be. 


Separatism the name 
of the game 


More than once in the past we have 
warned Ulster loyalists that the enemies of 
their province were liable to infiltrate their 
own camp as well as that of the republican 
enemy. Fresh indication of this was provided 
by a report that appeared last month. 

The report stated that protestant para- 
military leaders were in negotiation with the 
government of Libya with a view to obtaining 


arms. Two Libyan envoys were reputed to 
have visited Belfast recently for this purpose, 
and their visit follows one made to Libya by 
representatives of so-called ‘Loyalist’ organ- 
isations from Northern Ireland. 

It is understood that the Libyans are 
favourable to the idea of helping those 
Ulster protestant groups who advocate 
separation from the United Kingdom as a 
solution to Ulster’s problems. Previously 
they supplied arms to the I.R.A. 

To the unthinking this might seem like 
a change of sides, but it is nothing of the 
sort. To the Communist camp (of which 
Libya is at least a fellow-travelling, if not 
totally committed, member) it matters not 
whether one is in alliance with catholics or 
protestants; what matters is that the strategy 
of the dismemberment of Britain is being 
pursued. 

It is the dismemberment of Britain 
that always has been the name of the game 
in Ulster. What is tragic is that too many 
Ulstermen seem only to see ‘papists’ as the 
enemies of their province and are willing to 
string along with anyone who appears to 
offer help in dealing with those enemies. 
May they wake up to the way they are 
being used before it is too late! 


Subsidised freak-in 


They’re at it again. Not satisfied with 
the filth and mayhem that they brought to 
Windsor last year, the pop festival organisers 
determined to have another freak-in at the 
quiet Oxfordshire village of Watchfileld. 

It seemed to matter not that most of the 
local populace were repelled by the pro- 
spect of their coming. What do Oxfordshire 
villagers amount to in status these days beside 
the new pampered elite of the pop and 
hippy generation, the generation that must 
not be denied its fun, whatever the cost to 
others? 

It was expected that about 20,000 pop 
fans would invade the village for nine days. 
The Home Office granted the organisers a 
licence to use the local site on condition 
that a £100,000 insurance bill be paid. The 
organisers stated they they would not pay 
this bill but that they intended to turn up 
and occupy the site just the same. 

In the end the expected happened — the 
Government, rather than risk a police con- 
frontation with the dope-crazed and noise- 
crazed mobs, found the money itself by 
courtesy of the taxpayer and the Oxford- 
shire rate-payers. Thus did the inhabitants 
of Watchfield end up by having to pay 
for the privilege of having their children 
kept awake at night and their village turned 
into a cesspool of garbage, vice and com- 
munism. . 

There are those who say that if young 
people want to have pop festivals they should 
be able to do so. So they should — provided 
that they hold them in the middle of the 
Sahara Desert or at the South Pole. 
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WHY WE MUST 


STOP THE FOREIGN GOODS INVASION 


NO DOUBT you have been following the 
many press reports and articles about the 
invasion of Britain by foreign manufac- 
tured goods: foreign cars taking 41 per- 
cent of the market; foreign motor cycles 
almost killing off the British motor cycle 
industry; foreign transistors, TV sets, 
tape-recorders, and other electrical goods 
registering increasing sales in Britain at 
the expense of British-made products; 
foreign textiles ruining British textile 
firms. 

Even the T.U.C. is now sufficiently 
worried about this needless invasion to be 
putting pressure on the Government to 
do something about it. The livelihoods of 
millions of British workers are threatened 
by this flood of imports. The British 
economy, already weak, is going to grow 
still weaker if trends continue. 

Like us, you are probably deeply 
concerned about these developments, and 
so you should be; your livelihood is 


probably threatened too — indirectly if 
not directly. 
| But are you one of those innocent 
members of the British public who have 
allowed themselves to be conned about 
this issue? 

Conned by the politicians. Conned 
by the scribblers in the mass media. Con- 
ned by the smooth-talking executives of 
high finance? 

Conned into misunderstanding the 
| real root of the trouble and what must 
be done about it? 

The con-merchants all have a similar 
tale to tell. Stopping imports will not do 
any good. British industry has only itself 
| to blame. The only way it can improve 
is to continue to be exposed to foreign 
competition. 

And what do the con-merchants 
have to say about the British workers 
whose jobs are threatened by the inva- 
sion? Simple — they should be thrown 
onto the dole queues. We should not 
prop up industries that are uncompeti- 
tive. Let the industries that are losing out 
to foreign competition go to the wall. 
Those that do not go to the wall have got 
to get rid of half their labour forces. 

Well, take it from us — if you listen 
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to this talk, you are listening to danger- 
ous rubbish. 

True, industries that are exposed at 
home to the maximum foreign competi- 
tion should become more competitive 
themselves — in theory. 

True, industries that are protected 
by the exclusion of foreign goods from 
the home market, or by the placing of 
high tariffs on those foreign goods, should 
become less competitive themselves — in 
theory. 

Britain lives by imports and exports. 
The greater imports and exports, the 
greater International trade, the better for 
us all — in theory. 

And if we exlude foreign goods, 
foreigners will exclude ours, so that we'll 
lose overall — in theory. 

The theory, however, is different 
from the facts. 

To begin with, Jaissez-faire, the 
doctrine of international free trade, has 
been the ruling British economic doctrine 
for most of this century. It has not made 
British industry either efficient or compe- 
titive. 

Japan, on the other hand, has rigidly 
protected her own home markets for her 
own manufacturers. She has become 
highly efficient and highly competitive. 

What is the truth about efficiency 
and competitiveness? Two things in par- 
ticular are needed to achieve them. One 
is the greater modernisation of our indus- 
trial plant — the replacement of old 
machines by new machines. The other is 
that we must tackle the problem of over- 


manning — there are too many workers 
doing jobs that fewer workers could do. 

But how can we achieve the 
necessary modernisation? This needs 
enormous doses of investment. How are 
we to attract the necessary investment? 
One essential requirement is to give the 
investor an assured return in the not too 
distant future. This means assured sales 
of the products that the new machines 


are going to produce. The only assured 
sales are in the British home market — 
that is if we reduce import quotas so as 
to enable the market to consume the 
maximum of what industry produces as 
new machinery enables it to expand 
production. 

And how can we tackle over- 
manning without throwing the worker 
onto the scrapheap? Only by setting up 
new industries that can absorb labour as 
it becomes redundant in the presently 
overmanned industries. And how can we 
ensure that these new industries become 
viable? Only by giving them an assured 
market for which to produce — in other 
words, the home market. That again 
means shutting out imports. 

And what about foreigners exclud- 
ing our goods in retaliation? Some of 
them may do but by no means all. It has 
not happened to Japan to any great 
degree. Japan has built up her efficiency 


and cost-effectiveness through a strong 
and protected home market. This has 
made. her products more competitive 
abroad. Both Britain and America have 
made noises about cutting down on pur- 
chases of Jap goods, but even if they did 
it would not add up to a fraction of what 
Japan gains in her own market by the 
exclusion of manufactured imports. 

And where Britain is concerned all 
the biggest exporters of manufactured 
goods to us buy less from us in return — 
Germany and Japan particularly so. If 
they stopped imports from us and we 
from them we would gain the most by 
far. 

The true fact is that neither British 
industry nor the British worker gains 
from international free trade. The only 
people in Britain that gain are the big 
moneyed interests — the international 
bankers. The more international trade, 
the more need for international loans. 
The banking interests control both the 
politicians and the media in Britain. That 
is why the cry is against cutting imports. 

The British people must not be 
conned. There is only one true way to 
national industrial prosperity and 
strength: we must stop the foretgn goods 
invasion; we must buy British goods! 


NEIL FARNELL (TGWU) 


Rocketing food prices 


smash our 


living standards 


BRITISH HOUSEWIVES have been hard hit 
by recent soaring food prices, and these rises 
are getting worse and more frequent. As the 
giant food monopolies step up their drive for 
even larger profits, the burden on the result- 
ing price increases falls heavily on the ordin- 
ary British working family. While the West- 
minster politicians waffle on about inflation 
but do nothing decisive, the standard of living 
of British working people declines alarmingly. 
And this is a direct consequence of rising 
prices — especially of food. 


WAGES CHASE PRICES 


Food price increases are now nearly 
doubling on some products every two weeks, 
according to the food trade magazine The 
Grocer. The magazine’s foods survey for the 
week ending 24th May, for instance, shows 
678 price rises in one week! These rises 
support the ominous prediction made that 
week by food monopolist Dominic Cadbury 
that food prices will leap 60p in the pound 
this year. The Grocer price index also shows 
that housewives are now paying over 25p in 
the pound more for food than this time last 
year. This enormous cost of living rise reveals 
just how much prices have been overtaking 
wages — yet the Labour Government con- 
demns wage claims and is supposed to be 
adequately ‘subsidizing’ basic foods! Both 
the Labour Government and the Tories 
imply that British workers are ‘greedy’ for 
wanting decent wages. Tell that to the house- 
wife who has had to pay the following price 
rises in one year:— 


Sugar up 171 per-cent 
Bread (includes £100m 

in subsidies) up 13 per-cent 
Biscuits up 35 per-cent 
Cakes up 45 per-cent 
Breakfast cereals up 36 per-cent 
Cheese up 26 per-cent 
Margarine up 45 per-cent 
Jams up 47 per-cent 
Marmalade up 71 per-cent 


Frozen vegetables 
Canned vegetables 


up 16 per-cent 
up 44 per-cent 


Soups up 41 per-cent 
Washing powder up 26 per-cent 
SUBSIDY FRAUD 


Shirley Williams, so-called ‘Secretary 
for Prices and Consumer Protection’ has 
failed miserably to defend the interests of 


the British housewife. The Prices Act of 
1974 allowed for the subsidy of food up to 
£700m. But this ‘subsidy’, besides failing 
badly so far, merely serves to take money 
off working people in taxes and hand it to 
the food monopolies. At the time of writing, 
bread is being subsidized by 4p per large loaf 
at a cost of £109m per annum; milk pro- 
ducers are subsidized to the tune of £335m a 
year; butter is subsidized by 9p per pound, 
giving the producers £60m a year; and 
cheese is being subsidized by 12p a pound at 
a total cost of £59m a year! This is a down- 
right fraud foisted on working people — 
because the few pence taken off food is 
seized back through taxes! 


OUTRAGEOUS PROFITS 


The Labour Government has kept 
open the door to wholesale profiteering by 
the food monopolies. The profits of some of 
these firms show that there is no justifica- 
tion for the Government’s handing working 
people’s money over to them:— 

Associated British Foods made a pre- 
tax profit of £32,772,000 in 1973-74. Rank- 
Hovis-McDougall made £28,943,000; Tate 
and Lyle £21,125 ,000; Unigate £14,718,000; 
Cadbury-Schweppes  £31,715,000 and 
Brooke Bond £17,728,000. 


INFLATION OUT OF CONTROL 


Inflation has put an average of 60 
per-cent on food prices over the past three 
years. And, according to the Organisation 
for Economic Co-operation and Develop- 
ment, Britain now has the highest rate of 
price inflation generally of any developed 
industrial country. The latest figures show it 
is now almost completely out of control. As 
a result of this, there has been a decline in 
food consumption, and, of necessity, a grow- 
ing substitution of cheaper foods by the 
average housewife. This is bound to have 
an eventual effect on the nutritional stan- 
dards and health of working people. 


INTERNATIONALISM TO BLAME 


What has been the cause of this mas- 
sive rise in food prices? Obviously world 
price rises and the Common Market have 
been mainly to blame, but we have been 
affected by these because of the present 


Government’s subservience to internation- 

alist economic policies. There are also other 

factors. As Mr. John Forrester, deputy Gen. 

Sec. of TASS and a member of the Labour 

Party’s national executive committee has 

said, inflation is, “‘an inevitable consequence 

of higher interest charges that are burdening 
both the manufacturing economy and local 
government.” So what can ordinary people 

do about price rises? Until Britain has a 

really independent and democratic govern- 

ment which can redirect the economy in a 

more rational nationalist direction, patriotic 

working people should demand:— 

1. An end to monopoly control and specula- 
tion of commodities. 

2. That the Government freeze all food 
prices by slashing the outrageous profits 
of the giant food monopolies. 

3. A scrapping of the fraudulent ‘Price Com- 
mission’; and the establishment of Gov- 
ernment-approved housewives’ and trade 
unionists’ councils to monitor food price 
increases in every locality. 

4. The rigid control of the big banks and 
slashing of the present exorbitant interest 
rates. 


Recommended 
Reading 


Wall Street and the Bolshevik Revolution— 
Anthony Sutton, 1974, 228p. £3.60 + 24p. 
postage. 

The links between Wall Street Finance and 
the Russian Revolution are proved beyond 
question by an established scholar. 


Britain and the European Community: A 
Political Re-appraisal, 1975, 37p. 35p + 11p. 
The report of a working party under Dr. 
Brian Burkett of Bradford University and 
issued by British Business for World Markets. 


1.Q. and Racial Differences—Henry E. 
Garrett, 1973, 57p. 45p + 8p. 

A distinguished American psychologist shows 
the existence of racial variation in intelli- 
gence. 


Traitor’s End—Nathaniel Weyl, 1970, 261p. 
£3.00 + 24p. 

The story of communist subversion and ter- 
rorism in Southern Africa from the begin- 
ning of this century. 


You have inflation. | have the cure. 
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IN all the many discussions in the mass 
media concerning our economic problems 
and the possible solutions available, very 
little has been said about the present gov- 
ernment’s disastrous fiscal policies, which 
have the potential to do far more damage to 
the nation’s economy than any “oil crisis”. 

As far back as October 1973, the “Red 
Chancellor”, Dennis Healey (then Shadow 
Chancellor) announced at the Labour Party 
Conference his intention, if a Labour Gov- 
ernment was returned to power, to intro- 
duce tax measures which would “make the 
rich howl with anguish”. By “the rich’’, ex- 
communist and Bilderberg intimate Healey 
meant the hard-working, talented cream of 
our industry and agriculture, who were 
already hard-pressed by the then existing tax 
legislation. It may be that Healey genuinely 
believed (and still believes) that “soaking the 
rich” in this manner and using the tax system 
to “equalise” wealth can in some way 
known only to himself alleviate our economic 
situation. 

However, it is more probable that he is 
using taxation purposely to make this 
country even weaker than it already is — to 
make it an even more unpleasant place for 
the industrious and inventive and an even 
greater haven for the indolent and lazy, the 
social parasites. Healey is by no means 
incapable of such a vindictive attitude. It 
must be remembered that in the 1960’s, as 
Minister of Defence, he did his best to 
render Britain defenceless, principally by the 
cancellation of the incomparable TSR2 
supersonic fighter-bomber aeroplane which 
would have guaranteed our independent 
defence for decades. 

Now Healey has turned his attention 
from disarmament to taxation as his latest 
weapon to use against Britain. In this, he has 
the full support of the Labour Party and the 
so-called “nationalists” of Scotland and 
Wales. New taxes are being introduced and 
existing taxes (principally income tax) are 
being raised in order to mould the disastrous 
social policies desired by the Government. 

The main measure, which is due to be 
introduced at the end of 1976, is the Wealth 
Tax, which will be charged annually on all 
“personal” (non-corporate) wealth of over 
£100,000. Now £100,000 may seem a great 
deal of money to many people, but to the 
people at whom the tax is aimed, our farmers 
and small to medium sized industrialists, 
including all family companies, £100,000 
-does not go very far in valuing the farm 
assets or factory equipment which constitute 
the essential working capital. It is a vicious 
onslaught on the principle of private enter- 
prise on which our way of life has always 
been based. It is not expected to yield any 
significant return in comparison to other 
forms of taxation, especially when the huge 
cost of administering it is accounted for. It 
is being introduced solely out of spite by 
socialist politicians who have not the capa- 
bility to run a business themselves. Its moti- 
vations are envy and malice, a desire to 
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Taxation as a 
weapon against 


private enterprise 


make life even more miserable for people 
who do possess initiative and ability. 

Lest any wicked farmers and other 
industrialists should seek to escape the 
impending burden of Wealth Tax by giving 
sufficient property away to their family, 
especially their next-of-kin, to reduce or 
eliminate their liability to this tax, a 
Capital Transfer Tax was introduced by the 
Government only a few weeks after it was 
returned to power in February 1974. This is 
basically a “gift tax’ and also replaces 
Estate Duty. 


CONCERNS US ALL 


Like Wealth Tax, Capital Transfer Tax 
will affect not only farmers and industrialists, 
but most other people as well. The effects of 
the former will be felt indirectly by most 
people, mainly through higher prices, but 
the latter will concern most of us directly, 
sooner or later. With general inflation and 
increases in property values, many people 
would do well to consider the position of 
their dependants in the event of their death 
and take professional advice on how to avoid 
this unjust tax. 

The starting point for Capital Transfer 
Tax is £15,000 — a much lower limit than 
that for the proposed Wealth Tax. It has 
steeply increasing levels of taxation as the 
total amount transferred, or given away, by 
a person in his lifetime and on death in- 
creases. It is also a cumulative tax — from 
the cradle to (and including) the grave. The 
intention behind it is to prevent, by subtle 
means, the devolution of property from 
father to son, from generation to generation, 
within the family. The old Estate Duty did 
this to a certain extent, but Capital Transfer 
Tax tightens up the system and abolishes 
many exemptions which could formerly be 
used to save family businesses. 

Under the old Estate Duty, farmers 
and small industrialists were helped by what 
was known as Agricultural Rate Relief, 
which meant that agricultural and industrial 
assets bore duty at only 55 per-cent of the 
rate they would otherwise have had to bear. 
Capital Transfer Tax abolishes this relief in 
respect of industrial assets and severely 


curtails it for agricultural property in that, 
although the rate applicable is further 
reduced to approximately 45 per-cent, this 
relief only applies toa maximum of £100,000 
worth of assets which, considering the value 
of most farms in Britain, is not very much. 

In addition to the reliefs available 
under Estate Duty, this system ensured that 
working capital was not taxed more than 
once in each generation. This was bad 
enough, but the new system means that tax 
will have to be paid possibly several times 
in each generation as well as on death. This 
will hit family companies particularly hard 
and will certainly cause many to sell up or 
go bankrupt. 

However, people who own (or whose 
businesses are owned by) large or multi- 
national corporations will not face the same 
liability to either Wealth or Capital Transfer 
Tax because only “close” companies (com- 
panies controlled by 7 or less people) are 
liable. This definition covers virtually all 
family companies, but, typically, this 
crushing socialist tax legislation allows the 
super-rich — the bankers and financiers 
(among whom are to be found the socialist 
millionaires who finance the Labour Party) 
to escape these punitive tax measures via 
trust companies and the like. 


SELLING LAND 


It has in the past been possible, 
especially for farmers, to sell land with 
development potential at a price higher than 
that obtainable solely on account of its 
existing use. The proceeds could help pay, 
for example, Estate Duty. However, this 
sort of thing has been done very sparingly 
and always as a last resort. How even this is 
to be virtually eliminated. 

Under the terms of the Community 
Land Bill (which may well be law by next 
year) all land with development potential 
must be sold, if sold at all, to the appropriate 
local authority. The argument in favour of 
this Bill is that land with development value 
will be available at a reasonable price and 
that “wicked landowners” (in reality, mostly 
small farmers) will be prevented from 
making an exorbitant profit on such sales at 


British farming, 
the nation’s life 
blood, is in dan- 


ger of ruin by 
means of excess- 
ive inheritance 
taxes. 


the ultimate expense of both private house 
purchasers and council house tenants. The 
more probable result is that the lower prices 
available, combined with the tax payable, 
will tend to discourage the sale of potential 
building land. This may actually have an 
accidental beneficial effect in that the 
countryside may be saved, for the time 
being, from much further damage by house- 
building. However, unless National Front 
policies of rejuvenating and largely rebuilding 
our towns and cities are put into effect 
immediately (which is unlikely, to say the 
least) there will probably be an even worse 
housing shortage than at present. 

Furthermore, any “gain” by the seller 
which is attributable to the land’s “develop- 
ment value” is to be taxed, and the proposed 
rate of tax is 80 per-cent. This latest tax is 
called Development Land Tax and is to 
replace income tax in so far as it is levied at 
the highest applicable rate on the “gain’’. 
Also, owners of industrial land will be liable 
not only if they sell the industrial land but 
also if they merely cease to use it (for 
whatever reason) for industrial purposes. 

The effects of all these lunatic taxes in 
combination, together with existing taxes 
such as Capital Gains Tax, are almost certain 
to be disastrous for Britain’s industry and 
agriculture. Our only hope is that the 
administration of them all will collapse 
under the strain of enforcement and collec- 
tion. Then, perhaps, the Government will be 
forced to face reality and reverse its policy 
of taxing production capital. 


HARMFUL ECONOMIES 


Payment of Wealth and Capital Trans- 
fer Taxes by producers of industrial and 
agricultural goods will result in harmful 
economies being made, mainly in the sphere 
of capital improvements, replacement and 
maintenance of machinery, etc. Unemploy- 
ment will also tend to increase. All this will 


lead to a loss in production and efficiency at 
a time when both are more important than 
ever. Unbelievable as it may seem, this is 
exactly what the Government wants: more 
and more firms and farms will go out of 
business and the Government, on the excuse 
that private enterprise is not equipped to 
deal with the country’s demands, will step 
in to buy up enterprises at rock-bottom 
prices under their National Enterprise Act. 

So here we have it. A pattern slowly 
reveals itself. There is method in the mad- 
ness. The Government intends to squeeze 
private enterprise (“‘the rich’) so tight 
(“until the pips squeak” — Healey in October 
1973) and make life so uncomfortable for it 
that farmers and industrialists will throw 
their arms up in despair and almost welcome 
the surrender of their assets to the Govern- 
ment as they would relief from constant 
pain. Taxation is being used to hasten and 
smoothe the way for the transition of our 
economy from one which was predomin- 
antly based on private enterprise to one 
based on international financial control via 
state control or “nationalization’’. 

The very idea of taxing capital which 
for the most part is tied up in land, crops, 
livestock and farmbuildings, or in factory 
equipment and stock, is abhorrent to most 
people. In agriculture, for example, of 
£21,000m of worth of assets, about 
£16,000m is locked into land and buildings 
not readily realisable. Defenders of these 
taxes will say, when all other argument has 
failed, that the government needs the 
revenue which these taxes will produce. 
However, the old Estate Duty only accounted 
for about 2 per-cent of government revenue 
and Capital Transfer Tax is not expected to 
yield any greater a proportion. 

Wealth Tax will also be insignificant in 
this respect. Yet many businesses, industrial 
and agricultural, are going to be forced to 
either borrow even more money to pay these 
taxes, leading inevitably to bankruptcy, or 
to sell up, thus facilitating their transfer into 


the hands of finance companies, mortgage 
corporations, bankers and so on for “recon- 
struction”. And we are supposed to believe 
that socialism and capitalism are political 
opponents! 


FREEDOM FROM DEBT 


It is not enough to merely say, as do 
the Tories, for example, that the taxes dis- 
cussed here must be replaced. When the 
Tories were in office they were seriously 
considering replacing Estate Duty with an 
Inheritance Tax, which would have been 
replacing one set of problems with another 
set. What is needed is a system of money 
supply which is free of the burden of debt. 
This would make the abolition of most of 
the taxes discussed here a practical pro- 
position. 

It is the policy of the National Front 
to support private enterprise basically, but 
subject to government supervision and 
control, especially in the case of industries 
of vital national importance. It must also be 
the policy of the National Front to totally 
reform the tax system. Most existing taxes 
must be abolished and others reduced and 
based on a flat rate. As a large proportion 
of the revenue gained from taxation is 
wasted on interest payments to International 
Finance via the National Debt and the debt- 
ridden nationalised industries, the elimina- 
tion of these debts (except for genuine 
investments by UK citizens) will lead to 


reduced government expenditure and lower 
taxation: 


Private enterprise will be allowed to 
flourish again. Socialist bureaucrats, money- 
lenders and other parasites will have to do an 
honest day’s work for an honest day’s pay. 
Shaking off the nation’s oppressive tax 
burden is another way in which the National 
Front can transform this country from one 
of serfs and debt-slaves to a nation of proud, 
free men and, in short, make Britain great 
again. 
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THE monkey-house image of university life 
is extraordinarily appropriate. How often 
have I observed students, when faced with a 
genuine choice between ideas, looking out 
like monkeys between the bars, puzzled, 
bewildered, and above all resentful at being 
insufficiently guided by the teacher. 

I am one of those old-fashioned acade- 
mics dedicated to “bourgeois objectivity’, 
who provide students with the necessary 
materials, but insist that they should make 
up their own minds. 

No wonder the 
attract such an enormous following, for 
within their protective framework the 
learning of appropriate jargon and the 
acceptance of “right” (i.e. left) answers 
automatically leads to pass marks, and 
there is no agonising indecision over the 
conflicting desires and duties of the real 
world. 

At the same time, the students are 
encouraged to express their frustrations in a 
suitably trendy and monkey-like way. They 
are in fact a privileged group, but are per- 
suaded that they have much more than 
anyone else to be dissatisfied about. This 
adds to their feeling of self-importance, 
while their understandable lack of prestige in 
the community at large reinforces their 
resentment. 

The fact is that most people are 
unhappy in the world of ideas unless these 
are directly related to persons or things. 
Journalists are well aware of this, and 
orientate their articles accordingly. (Indeed, 
where political or economic questions are 
concerned, they strive rather to convey an 
impression than a closely reasoned argu- 
ment.) 

Educationists, however, have been 
slower to realise it, and yet it goes far to 
explain why the technical colleges have 
been on the whole so much more successful 
than the new universities. 

The technical students are better moti- 
vated because they are pursuing practical 
studies which lead on to jobs, whereas 
university students in the more demanding 
subjects are presented with problems which 
their schools may not have disciplined them 
to face or with which they may be mentally 
unable to cope. 


SOFT OPTIONS 


Hence the appeal of the soft Social 
Studies options, and hence the proliferation 
of ‘General Degree’ courses, which are no 
more than a ‘Reader’s Digest’ version of the 
subjects the students are supposed to be 
pursuing. Hence also the very small numbers 
of students choosing the really demanding 
subjects, such as philosophy, the classics, 
mathematics, or the true sciences (i.e. those 
to which the scientific method is basic). 

A degree in any Arts subject, let alone 
Social Studies, is no longer a guarantee of a 
job above average, and it might be thought 


Page eight 


‘Social Sciences” 


PROF. ROLLO BOHUN 


THE MONKEY-HOUSE 


MENTALITY: 


SUGGESTED REMEDIES 


RED STUDENT VIOLENCE AT RED LION SQUARE 


Often consequence of false sociological teaching 


that the system would be modified in conse- 
quence. But the limitations of both teachers 
and students, added up the inertia of the 
Parkinsonian bureaucracy which has grown 
up in recent years, make it extremely unlikely 
that any meaningful changes will come from 
within the system. Therefore, the rest of us 
will have to exercise our minds as to just 
what should be done about the situation. 

I do not wish to imply that Social 
Studies, as such, are worthless, although 
their claim to be called sciences is obviously 
exaggerated. As Robert Ardrey puts it: 

‘That the three sciences central to 
human understanding — psychology, anthro- 
pology, and sociology — successfully and 
continually lie to each other, lie to their 
students, and lie to the public at large must 
constitute a paramount wonder of a Scien- 
tific century’. (Robert Ardrey, The Social 
Contract). 

It is in this light that I make the fol- 
lowing suggestions for the reform of social 
studies :— 

Eighty per-cent of all Social Studies 
programmes should henceforth be con- 


cerned with the biological basis of human 
behaviour, leaving twenty per-cent concerned 
with environmental influences on human 
behaviour. This corresponds with the re- 
spective importance of heredity and environ- 


ment as generally agreed among real 
scientists. 
BOAS TO THE SCRAP-HEAP 


Obviously, the present deficiences of 
Social Studies teachers would have to be 
remedied, partly by the appointment of 
competent persons trained in microbiology 
and objective studies of animal and human 
behaviour, partly through inter-disciplinary 
cooperation. The unexamined assumption 
that human behaviour is overwhelmingly 
conditioned by environmental circumstances 
should be consigned to the scrap-heap. 

Boas and his successors, who were 
animated by. their hatred of Western Civilisa- 
tion rather than any spirit of scientific 
inquiry, used this principle to gain mastery 
over the minds of the impressionable young. 


Nor has such influence been limited to 
Social Studies proper, as the activities of 
Chomsky and his followers in the field of 
linguistics sufficiently demonstrate. 

Proof that the adult organism is 
mainly conditioned by programming in the 
germ cell has been supplied by the microbio- 
logists. Contumacious environmentalists 
should at the very least have to face and 
answer their scientific opponents. 

Even if only ten per cent of Social 
Studies programmes were given over to dis- 


cussion of the biological basis of human 
behaviour, we may safely predict that they 
would no more remain a little bit influenced 
by theories of heredity than a woman can 
remain a little bit pregnant. 

The subversives who now control 
social studies can only continue to do so if 
they maintain a complete black-out on the 
ideas of their opponents. 

2 — All those who wish to pursue 
studies which are not thought likely to be 
much in demand for economic reasons 


should be allowed to do so, provided they 
borrow the money necessary and replace 
it out of their earnings. The resulting drop 
in student numbers would make it possible 
to weed out the over-luxuriant Social 
Studies departments and bring them more 
into contact with the real world. 

Our revolution is beginning, the revolu- 
tion against social Lysenkoism. Let us press 
this two-pronged attack and carry it through 
to the end. 


Front runners... 
people who score 


Thought for the Month 


When you look right through the 
doctrines of the Conservative, Labour and 
Liberal Parties the overwhelming feeling 
that you get from all of them is that 


they’re dedicated to the ideal of softness. 
There’s a particular phrase which I hear 
more and more today, and the more I hear 
it the more it sickens me — the ‘compas- 
sionate society’. They all use it. Whenever 
we reproach our so-called ‘leaders’ about 


HOW do you score? The following questionnaire allows prospective council candidates to 
test their readiness to contest the next local elections. The National Front is the party of 
British Nationalism, we are a new party and as such many of us are unprepared as to the 
basics of building up a good working platform from which to continue the struggle until 
there is a Nationalist Government in power. Here are fifteen questions that will allow you 


to check your readiness to fight the next local elections. 


1. Do you produce a regular newsletter for at least 1000 households, 
distributed regularly every 3 months? Score 20 

2. Do you spend at least 2 hours every week canvassing in your ward. National 
Front business does not count? Score 20 

3. Have you taken up at least one issue of local importance, e.g. vandalism, 
prostitution, parking? Score 20 


4. Have you visited every paid up member in your ward to assess their 


commitment and enlist their help? 


membership? 


9. Do you take Spearhead and Britain First to your local Library? 
Score 10 


10. Do you know how your local council operates? For every council meeting 


attended this year... 


Association, (it may help you). 


raised in the last six months... 


5. Have you written one letter to the press this week? 


6. Have you followed up all the returns from H.Q. for possible party 


11. Do you keep abreast of local news? For every local newspaper taken... 
12. Are you an active member of any local organisations?, P.T.A., Residents 
13. Have you a personal copy of the current electoral register? 


14. Do you have any fund raising activities in your ward? For every pound 


Score 10 


Score 10 


Score 10 
7. Do you know the ward boundaries? Have you a programme for visiting 


Score 5 


Score 2 


Score 2 


{ 


Score 7 


15. Do you attend all relevant.local public meetings to put across N.F. policy? 


Each meeting... 


YOUR SCORE 
0-50 — Paper Tiger. 


Score 2 


50-100 — You are on the way to becoming a local councillor. 
100+ — Congratulations you will be the first past the post. 


the way that Britain lags behind other 
nations today, they'll reply: “Ah, but 
we're a more compassionate society than 
other countries!” 

Compassion is fine — so long as it’s 
kept within limits. We should be compas- 
sionate to the very old. We should be 
compassionate to those who are disabled. 
But beyond that we could do with a great 
deal less compassion and a good deal more 
toughness. Being a compassionate society 
is not going to earn this country a living 
in the world — it’s not going to enable us 
to survive. To survive, we’ve got to be- 
come a virile and competitive society. 
We’ve got to be a society that demands 
from its members duty and effort. We’ve 

ot to be a society that encourages the 
it and the strong — a society that instils 
into its ee le from the cradle that 


every house that lies within them? Score 20 nothing worthwhile is ever achieved, either 
8. Have you an out card to show that you have called? byuip oe Miner b isang oe cpm erby 
Score 10 ; 


ourselves to producing, as we used to do, 
young men who are tough and hard — not 
only young men with the knowledge and 
the crafts to survive in the modern world 
but the physical stamina, the character 
and the will to survive. You look at the 
doctrines of Conservatism, Socialism and 
Liberalism and you don’t find a word said 
or written about these things. They all 
— pretty utopias, which offer every- 

ody everything — and demand from 
nobody anything. 

It’s because society lacks this kind 
of lead that society’s become soft. And 
when society becomes soft it means that 
any nasty, ane group of people, 
however, small, can ride all over it — doing 
as they like, and never getting brought to 
order, never getting punished. You see it 
in the factories. You see it in the streets. 
You see it at the football grounds. You 
see it in the schoolroom. 

— JOHN TYNDALL (part of speech made 
at public meeting, Tunbridge Wells, 
Aug. 21st). 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


SOME REFLECTIONS ON 


IT IS STATING a very obvious thing to say 
that propaganda has had a decisive role in 
the making of history, and that that role has 
increased rather than decreased in modern 
times, due to the high development of the 
means of mass communication. We are living 
today in the politics of mass — much more 
than man ever did before. It is the age of 
mass participation in the decisions that 
affect the holding of political power. This 
means that power lies with those who have 
the ability to move the mass and shape its 
opinions. 

The term ‘move the mass’ should be 
dwelt on a little further. Moving the masses 
constitutes one way of securing and holding 
power, but it is not the only way. Depending 
on the situation, power may rest on the 
complete opposite: immobilising the masses 
— rendering them immovable. Propaganda 
has it within its power to do one or the 
other of these; it is all a matter of what 
strategy currently suits the propagandists. If 
the propagandist is concerned to preserve, 
rather than change, the status quo, then 
apathy becomes his ally rather than his 
adversary. As the art of propaganda has its 
stock of soporifics as well as stimulants, to 
foster apathy is perfectly within its means. 
The first propaganda aim of those holding 
power is to get the masses to love them. This 
may for a variety of reasons not succeed, but 
no matter — if it does not, those in power 
may use propaganda which induces the 
masses to fear them, or alternatively to 
become so indifferent and bored with public 
affairs that they just don’t want to know. 
The latter tendency can be assisted by the 
propaganda machine devising all sorts of 
silly amusements and encouraging the multi- 
tude to get so excited about these amuse- 
ments that all their thoughts are diverted 
and all their emotional energies drained in 
that direction. Panem et circenses. 


UNPLEASANT RING 


For the most part, the term ‘pro- 
paganda’ has an unpleasant, almost evil, ring 
in the ears of people. This is understandable, 
as in modern times propaganda is mostly 
used for the wrong purposes. that is to say 
it tends to be directed to the promotion of 
the false, the banal and the vulgar. 

It is also unfortunate, in that the bad 
image that the term has inhibits its use for 
good purposes. Those who oppose the trends 
being promoted by propaganda are loath to 
use the same art of propaganda for the pro- 
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motion of opposite trends. By its repellant 
nature, propaganda can and does paralyse its 
would-be opponents while it seduces its 
would-be victims. 

Generally speaking, this tendency has 
had appalling political results. The political 
left exploits all the weapons of propaganda 
shamelessly and unscrupulously. In the 
opposite camp the art of propaganda is pur- 
sued unenthusiastically and, therefore, for 
the most part unimaginatively and incompe- 
tently. The need for ‘publicity’ is acknow- 
ledged, but at the point where ‘publicity’ 
starts to develop into ‘propaganda’ all kinds 
of inhibitions creep in, and the thing is 
undertaken only half-heartedly if at all. 

We must never make this mistake. We 
must not whine about the use uf propaganda 
by our opponents; we must simply become 
better propagandists than them. This is the 
first rule to be learned. 

The second rule is obvious. We must 
thoroughly grasp what is good propaganda 
and what is not. It is essential that we do 
this, not only for the success of our move- 
ment in attracting support from the public, 
but also for our own internal unity and 
cohesion. We must develop a philosophy of 
propaganda which is almost as much a part 
of the identity of our movement as its 
actual political, economic, social, national 
and racial principles. 

I would like to suggest a basis for the 
consideration of what is good and what is 
not good propaganda, and it is a basis that 
I propose with just one qualification. 

The basis is that good propaganda is 
that propaganda which is successful in adding 
to the growth, strength, power and influence 
of our movement; bad propaganda is that 
which is unsuccessful in these respects. 

The one qualification to this is that 
propaganda should never stray from the 
truth; it should never resort, like that of 
the Left, to lies. 

The criteria of success and non- 
success may to the reader here seem so 
obvious as to hardly warrant my stating it. 
Unfortunately, when we start to discuss and 
apply propaganda this obviousness can, and 
frequently does, become lost. This happens 
when we allow theory to prevail over prac- 
tice and experience. 


SALESMANSHIP 
The lesson of this was brought home 


to me years ago in a field outside politics. 
For much of my life I have been engaged in 


PROPAGANDA 


forms of business that required a develop- 
ment of the art of salesmanship. When I 
first started to take an interest in this art, I 
approached it, as many do, with certain 
preconceived theories. I worked out in my 
own mind what theoretically was the best 
way to sell goods, and this was based for the 
main part on certain theoretical ideas I had 
about human psychology. Such ideas had 
not up till then been tested in the field of 
practical experience; they were just ideas 
that I inwardly thought ought to be right — 
and therefore thought were right. 

What I thought was that forceful, 
aggressive methods of selling were no good. 
I didn’t like some of the things that had 
been sold by those methods, and I suppose 
this developed into an instinctive, almost 
emotional, aversion to the methods them- 
selves. I thought that the first task of the 
salesman should be to be ultra-polite to 
his would-be client — as a means of getting 
his foot in the client’s door, and then, once 
that object had been achieved, to sell the 
product by an appeal solely to reason and 
without any emotive rhetoric, without any 
attempt to excite, seduce, apply pressure — 
or indeed say or do anything not completely 
‘bourgeois’. I had the theory that to attempt 
to sell goods by any of these means would 
only antagonise the client and result in 
one’s being quickly shown the door. 

I started selling and was after a while 
disappointed with the poor results I 
obtained. Determined to get to the bottom 
of the matter, I started to enquire as to how 
others obtained good results. I studied the 
techniques of the most successful salesman, 
the men who brought orders in by the 
bucketful. 

I was appalled to find that their 
methods contradicted all my fondest theories. 
They applied all the pushiness and forceful- 
ness that I thought would repel clients, and 
yet they succeeded where I had failed! 

I studied advertising and found the 
same thing. Those forms of advertising that 
I thought, as a matter of theory, would 
never work — did work. The forms that 
theoretically had seemed to me the best 
achieved the very poorest results in practice. 


PRECONCEIVED THEORIES 


I find that people enter political work 
with a lot of the preconceived theories about 
political salesmanship and advertising that I 
once had about salesmanship and advertising 
in the commercial field, and with them 


much of the arrogant conceit and self- 
righteousness about their theories that are so 
often the hallmark of the ignoramus. They 
form a priori judgements of human psycho- 
logy that are based on what they think 
ought to be, and then they assume that all 
approaches to the public which adapt to this 
picture are right and all approaches that do 
not are wrong. Though their experience, or 
at least their success, in selling political ideas 
may be zero, they think they know much 
better than others who have had considerable 
experience and success in that field. 

If our movement is going to do as it 
must do — develop a thorough philosophy of 
propaganda — we must found this philo- 
sophy, and the practices that stem from it, 
not on pretty theoretical speculations, but 
on concrete experience of success and 
failure. 

As one who has worked for about 18 
years in the field of political propaganda, 
and who has experienced both success and 
failure in that field, I have formed some very 
firm views which I put forward for the con- 
sideration of our readers and supporters. I 
will not attempt here a detailed examination 
of every aspect of propaganda, for that 
would take the length of a book, but I will 
state in the most general terms what I 
believe the essential object of our propaganda 
work to be. 

As with commercial salesmanship, I 
first approached political propaganda with a 
certain preconceived view of what it was all 
about. 

I began by thinking that all the popu- 
lation, or nearly all of it, had a political 
conscience and a natural propensity to take 
political action — if only our road of political 
action could be shown to them in the most 
reasonable possible light. This meant that all 
forceful and aggressive methods should be 
avoided and that everything should be 
dressed up as to appear pure sweetness and 
reason. If only this were done, the sub- 
stance of our ideas would prove so irresis- 
table that millions would flock to our side 
and join forces with us without further ado. 


ONE PARTICULAR MISTAKE 


I made one particular mistake. I 
thought that I had liberated myself by that 
time from enemy brainwashing but in fact 
in one important respect I was still under its 
spell. I believed the propaganda of our 
enemies which constantly told us that the 
British as a race are congenital liberals. in 
politics and will always be repelled by any- 
thing strident, forceful or militant in the 
way of a political appeal. I later learned 
that this is a fallacy which forms a very 
important part of the political disarming of 
the British populace by their masters. So 
long as people believe that only wishy- 
washy politics will succeed in Britain, that is 
the way that the political climate will remain. 
The population will be kept docile, and all 


NF MARCH 
A Rousing propaganda weapon 


potential disturbers of the status quo will be 
inhibited from positive and effective action. 
Protest and opposition will be the stifled 
protest and opposition of genteel drawing 
room coteries who will never make any 
impact at all on the mass of the population 
for the very good reason that they will never 
even be heard of. 

It took me years of futile activity to 
realise this fact and to realise that most of 
the picture the British people have about 
themselves and their national characteristics 
is a picture drawn for them by the alien and 
cosmopolitan clique who control most of 
the media of propaganda in this country. 

I and others like me had been getting 
almost nowhere with our approaches 
because we had been like those men who 
were trying to chart and cross the oceans in 
the days when the world was still thought to 
be flat; we had been the victims of a fallacy. 
We had formed a totally false idea of what it 
was that placed a barrier to our progress. We 
thought that the barrier to our progress con- 
sisted of the inherent ‘liberalism’ and ‘mod- 
eration’ of the British people, whereas it had 
in truth been nothing of the sort. 

The real barrier was something entirely 
different. It took some of us years to dis- 
cover what it was. It was something that 
could be summed up in one single word: 
apathy. 

The truth is that the majority of the 
British population is indifferent to, and 
bored with, politics. This is perhaps under- 
standable, because everything about con- 
ventional political parties and politicians 
today is pretty well guaranteed to send most 


people to sleep. The result is that any politi- 
cal appeal to the people which is based on 
conventional ideas and methods will seldom 
meet with enthusiasm or hostility but most 
of the time ‘will meet with complete indif- 
ference. 


GOOD PROPAGANDA SUCCEEDS 


In the circumstances of today, good 
propaganda is that propaganda which suc- 
ceeds in penetrating the barrier of apathy 
and winning over people, not just to agree- 
ment with our cause, but to a preparedness 
to support it in a practical way: to enlist as 
a member of our own movement, to sub- 
scribe money to that movement and, above 
all, to work actively in the promotion of 
that movement. 

In what way, then, can propaganda 
break the barrier of apathy? 

It is an unfortunate fact that it can- 
not do so by an appeal to sense of duty 
alone. This is how things ought to be but 
not, alas, how they are — not at least at the 
moment. 

A lot of friends that I have lay great 
stress on the value of an appeal to people’s 
sense of self-interest and self-preservation. 
They have to be convinced, so the theory 
goes, that their own livelihoods, their own 
bread and butter, are at stake. The usual 
implication is that not very much can be 
achieved now but that people will come to 
us in droves when the nation is starving. 

This theory is not without foundation 
but I have come to believe that it is greatly 
overstressed. A people in an extreme state of 
material distress can often become more 
apathetic rather than less so, as the needs of 
personal survival dominate their lives so 
much that they cannot afford time to think 
about anything else and are anyway simply 
lacking the physical energy and will to rebel. 

It has always been a myth that com- 
munists are bred through poverty. It may 
sometimes be true that conditions of poverty 
impel people to vote for communist parties 
but in most historical instances of com- 
munists capturing mass support it has been 
terror that been the chief stimulant. Com- 
munist propaganda techniques have a bril- 
liant way of creating the impression that 
communism is much stronger in a country 
than it really is, that it is the inevitable 
winner sooner or later, and this takes advan- 
tage of a certain cowardice in populations. 
They support the anticipated winner, not 
because they like him but because they fear 
the consequences of not doing so! 

But in fact the great majority of the 
most fanatical active communists, the ones 
who form the cadres of communist organisa- 
tions, tend to come from comfortable 
middle-class homes, often extremely wealthy 
ones. Their enthusiasm for communism has 
nothing to do with poverty, but is much 
more likely the consequence of a spiritual 
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“The National Frontis the 


party of common sense” 


=Buster Mottram 


Britain’s rising young tennis star, Buster Mottram, tells Martin Webster why he 


joined the National Front. 


INTERVIEWING Buster Mottram was one 
of the most difficult yet refreshing assign- 
ments I have ever had to carry out for 
Spearhead. Difficult because ideas pour 
from him like a torrent; refreshing because 
I had expected to meet a typical upper 
Middle Class refugee from the Monday Club 
— head crammed with reactionary High 
Toryism and well aware that he was a much- 
reported figure in the world of sport — but 
instead found an engaging unselfconscious 
young man and a thorough-going Nationalist. 

Buster is 19 years of age, is the son of 
a famous British tennis star, attended Kings 
School, Wimbledon (from which he ob- 


tained two ‘A’ levels), lives in a very com- 
fortable home in a secluded part of Wimble- 


Page twelve 


don with his parents and two sisters (when 
he is not jetting about the world attending 
tennis tournaments), and was, until the 
Autumn of last year, a member of the 
Monday Club. 

His best tennis triumph so far this year 
has been his victory at the W.C.T. Clows 
Classic tournament in Johannesberg, South 
Africa. Injury kept him off the courts at 
Wimbledon this year, but he hopes to be 
seen there next year. From when I inter- 
viewed him in mid-July, until mid-September 
he will be attending major tournaments in 
Eastbourne, Toronto, Boston, New York 
and Houston. 

So much for the bare details of Buster’s 
background and career. Now let Buster the 
British Nariongist come blag aC . (MLW. i) 


“When first I heard about the National 
Front I had expected to meet a bunch of 
jackbooted monsters. But I saw the NF 
Parliamentary broadcast on television during 
the October General Election campaign and 
was extremely impressed. I firmly believe 
that you can’t criticise a party out of ignor- 
ance and so I telephoned NF Head Office 
and asked for particulars. I was impressed 
and pleased with the literature that was sent 
to me. 

“Shortly afterwards I received an 
invitation to attend an NF meeting at Guild- 
ford and I did so with my Aunt. I was 
delighted with what I heard at that meeting 
and I was particularly pleased with the 
diverse support which the party achieves. 
There were people at the meeting from all 
classes, backgrounds and age-groups. I think 
it is Fete for all British people to get 


BUSTER MOTTRAM 
Typifies National 
Front youth 


together and work to save our country. The 
Monday Club depressed me because it is so 
snobbish and: status conscious. Everybody 
seems to feel at home in the NF — apart 
from its policies, that is its greatest strength. 

“The National Front’s firm anti- 
communist stand appeals to me most of all. 
Apart from the fact that the Reds seem to 
be winning all over the world because no 
real opposition is being offered to them, I 
am disgusted by the creeping Socialism of 
the Conservatives — in and out of office — 
and the crypto-communist policies of this 
present Labour Government. There are a 
large number of people like me who wish to 
fight communism, and I think the NF could 
do itself a great amount of good by adver- 
tising the fact of its anti-communism more 
widely. 

“T am fed up with the way in which 
British Governments bow down to Leftist 
and Third-World opinion. The interference 
with our trade with South Africa, particu- 
larly arms deals, enrages me. South Africa 
is a friend of Britain’s, in addition to which 
Britain is nearly bankrupt. Our economy 
needs the assistance of more foreign trade. 
Our people need jobs. Why are we cutting 
our own throats simply to please the enemies 
of South Africa? 


POLITICS IN SPORT 


“T am disgusted by the way in which 
communists and so-called liberals bring 
politics into sport. I can tell you that all 
tennis-players were saddened when the 
two South African players, Hewitt and 
Macmillan, were driven out of the W.C.T. 
doubles finals in Mexico City in last May. 
To begin with, they were simply playing as 
individuals — as sportsmen. Secondly, Hewitt 
was travelling on an Australian passport and 
Macmillan on a British passport. None the 
less, sinister forces got to work and they 
were hounded and persecuted. 

“Yet so-called ‘World Opinion’ never 
gets to work to prevent the sportsmen 
representing tyrannous communist regimes 
at international events. ‘World Opinion’ is 
humbug. I am not against playing any sports- 
man. I am sure that everybody wants politics 
to be kept out of sport. 

“In saying this, I would like to make a 
comment about the notorious ‘V’ sign which 
I gave to the Rhodesian player Colin Downs- 
well at the end of the Davis Cup match at 
Bournemouth. Just before that match I 
had been playing at Barcelona where the 
crowd virtually rioted and mobbed us. I was 
therefore extremely tired and on edge when 
I got to Bournemouth. During my match 
with Colin the crowd was full of encourage- 
ment for Colin and not — I thought — very 
fair to me. 

“Thus when I won I just could not 
help expressing myself with a ‘V’ sign. 
Colin is a good friend of mine whom I have 
known for 10 years. I apologised to him 


immediately after the incident, and we are 
still firm friends. My trouble is — in some 
people’s eyes — is that I play to win. I am 
an emotional person, I’ll admit that. 

“Because I have travelled the world 
so much I am inevitably more interested in 
foreign affairs, but this does not mean that I 
am not interested in what is happening here 
at home. I became aware of the Coloured 
Immigration problem when I started to 
travel about London and saw that the place 
was filled with coloureds of every type. I 
thought to myself: Is this Britain or the 
Congo? These people have no right to be 
here. 

“Now I know this will sound like a 
cliche — but I do want to make it clear that 
I have no personal hatred for Coloured 
people. If a Black man was injured in a road 
accident, I would help him. But I do believe 
in ‘Britain for the British’. 

“One of the most dangerous develop- 
ments that we have seen in recent years is 
that Governmental policies are driving out of 
our country bright executives, professional 
people of all kinds and skilled tradesmen — 
the people who create wealth and employ- 
ment, whilst at the same time we are draw- 
ing in millions of immigrants who are a 
burden on our society and who do not 
identify with our nation. This development, 
if it continues, is a recipe for disaster. 


KINGSLEY READ PROSECUTION 


“T have been following Kingsley Read’s 
battle with the Race Relations Board with 
great interest. It is monstrous that he can be 
prosecuted simply for calling on British 
people to put other British people first in 
our own country. In my view the Race 
Relations laws give Black people a superior 
category in this country. That makes me 
very angry. 

“All the foreigners laugh at this 
country. They laugh and sneer at the image 
of a bowler-hatted ‘good chap’ opening the 
doors of England to every Tom, Dick and 
Harry. Britain has been degraded. 

“While, as I say, I do not have per- 
sonal hatred for Coloured people, I do 
understand the strong feelings which so 
many British people have. I realise that I 
have been very fortunate in my home 
environment, in my education and my 
career opportunities, and that I have not had 
to experience the terrible things which so 
many British people have had to contend 
with as a result of Immigration. 

“I know that the NF gets called 
‘Fascist’ because of its so-called Racialist 
views — but the people who say this are 
either communists, whose views don’t 
count, or are misinformed people. I advise 
the misinformed to ignore the smear leaflets. 
I tell them to read the NF Statement of 
Policy, to meet and talk to NF people, to 
observe what is really going on in Britain, 
and then to think things out for themselves. 


As far as I am concerned, the NF is the 
party of Common Sense. 

“Yes, [ve seen the various smear 
leaflets and seen what they have to say about 
people like John Tyndall and other leaders 
of the party. But I am very impressed with 
John Tyndall. He is a tremendous asset for 
the party, a terrific plus. He comes over 
very well. I first heard him on the NF tele- 
vision spot during the last election, and it 
was that broadcast which prompted me to 
involve myself with the party. 

“The fact that the NF is an active 
party is very important to me. The marches 
and demonstrations are vital. I know they 
sometimes attract violent opposition from 
the Communists, but that is not a bad thing 
— just so long as our people behave pro- 
perly and do not start any violence. We 
can’t engage in diplomacy or dialogue with 
the Reds. That just isn’t on. We have to have 
open confrontation. .If we are attacked, then 
we must defend ourselves. We must be bold 
and resolute. We must never back down. 

“T can’t involve myself as closely as I 
should like to with the work of the NF, as 
my career as a tennis-player will only last 
about ten years, and I have to cram every- 
thing I possibly can into that. But after my 
tennis career is over I should like to go into 
politics full-time. Eventually I would like to 
be adopted asa National Front Parliamentary 
candidate. 

“But in the meanwhile, whenever I am 
free, I would like to attend as many dif- 
ferent NF Branch meetings as I can. If any 
Branches wanted me to give a talk, I should 
be delighted to do so. I am afraid I will be 
in America at the time of the big anti- 
Immigration march in Hackney on Septem- 
ber 6th, but I hope to be able to attend the 
Remembrance Day parade in November. 

“TI want to do all that I can to help the 
National Front.” 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, published in support 
of the National Front. Monthly. Six 
pages. Newspaper-style. Subscription for 
12 issues: £2, Reduced rates for bulk 
supplies given on request. Send 10%p for 
sample copy now. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour 


Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
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SOLZHENITSYN WARNS 


AMERICA ON 
COMMUNISM 


EXILED Soviet author Aleksandr 
Solzhenitsyn in Washington on July 1 
denounced Soviet Communism as a system 
of oppression and genocide and declared that 
the leaders of the Free World have been 
duped about the prospects of détente. 

In his first public appearance in 
America, Solzhenitsyn told an audience 
brought together by AFL-CIO President 
George Meany that “Communism poses the 
greatest threat to freedom in the history of 
the world. You are the allies of the free- 
spirited Russian people. Stand firmly with 
them, and you will help the process of 
liberation. 

“Nikita Khrushchev came to America 
and said: ‘We’re going to bury you.’ People 
didn’t believe that — they took it as a joke. 

“Now, of course, the Communists have 
become more clever in my country. They 
do not say, ‘We’re going to bury you’ any 
more. Now they say, ‘Détente’.” 

Solzhenitsyn pressed his hand to his 
forehead trying to fathom détente. He flung 
his palm out flat when he spoke of 20 
million political prisoners dead in Russia. He 
pointed a finger as he accused the U.S. of 
helping to rescue the farcical Marxist 
economy, and of trying to assist the NKVD 
with criminal technology to prosecute 
dissidents. 


GENOCIDE OF THE PEASANTRY 


“The Soviet system of hostages and 
the persecution of families exists to this day. 
It is today their most powerful weapon of 
persecution because the bravest person, who 
is not afraid for himself, will still shiver at 
the threat to his family,” he said. 

“It’s a system which introduced geno- 
cide of the peasantry. Fifteen million peasants 
were sent off to extermination. It’s a system 
which, in time of peace in the Ukraine, 
artificially created a famine causing 6 
million persons to die of famine in 1932 and 
1933 — on the very edge of Europe they 
died. Europe didn’t even notice it. The 
world didn’t even notice it. 

“I could keep on enumerating these 
things endlessly. This was up to 1933 — the 
year when, with all which I have enumerated 
in the background, your President Roosevelt 
and your Congress recognized the Soviet 
system as being one worthy of diplomatic 
recognition, of friendship and of assistance. 
This was the beginning of the friendship and, 
ultimately, of the military assistance. 
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“Tt’s a system where unmasked butchers 
of millions like Molotov, and others lesser 
than him, have never been tried in the 
courts, but retire on tremendous pensions. 
It’s a system where these farces continue 
today — where every foreigner is surrounded 
by secret agents. It’s a system where the very 
constitution has never been carried out for 
one single day, where all the decisions are 
made somewhere high up by a small group 
in secret, and then released on the country 
like a bolt of lightning. 

“What is the signature of these persons 
worth? How could one rely on their signa- 
tures to a document of détente?”’ he asked. 


DEPENDS ON U.S. ECONOMIC AID 


“Our whole slave system in the Soviet 
Union depends on your economic assistance,” 
he said. It is American trade, according to 
Mr. Solzhenitsyn, that allows the Soviet 
economy to concentrate its resources on 
armaments and preparations for war. 

If the American people would just 
stop trade and economic support of the 
Soviet world, he said, “Communism would 
collapse. It survives on the wealth of 
capitalism as it tears the fabric of the Free 
World to pieces.” 

“From our lives in the Soviet Union 
we have learned that there is only one thing 
which can be effective against violence, and 
that is firmness. 

“You have to understand the nature of 
Communism, the very ideology of Com- 
munism. All of Lenin’s teachings are that 
Communism considers to be a fool anyone 
who doesn’t take what’s given to him, 
what’s lying in front of him. If you can take 
it, take it. If you can attack, attack, But if 
there’s a wall, then step back. 

“The Communist leaders respect only 
firmness, and have contempt and laugh at 
persons who continually retreat.” 

Solzhenitsyn had harsh words for what 
he said were “distorted” newspaper accounts 
of what he had said about the Cold War in 
the United States. 

“One commentator described me as 
an advocate of the Cold War,” he said. ““This 
is a total misunderstanding of the world 
situation. The Cold War is still going on, but 
from the other side. I can assure you, the 
Cold War has never stopped for one second 
in the Soviet Union.” 

He also firmly rejected the argument — 
advanced by Secretary of State Henry 


Kissinger — that criticism of Communist 
oppression amounts to interference in Soviet 
internal affairs. “I tell you interfere more 
and more, interfere as much as you can,” 
the bearded Russian said. “In our small world 
there are no longer any internal affairs.” 

He compared American-Soviet relations 
to a deadly game of chess. 

“The Americans watch the board very 
carefully, but so involved with abstract 
strategies that they do not seem to notice 
that their pawns have all been taken, their 
knights are in danger and the game is nearly 
up,” he said. 


FACE OF A MURDERER 


Most of all, he asserted, they do not 
look at the face of the opponent — “the face 
of a murderer” — or understand that if the 
opponent is in any danger of losing, “‘he will 
take out an axe and settle the matter 
forthwith. 

The Russian novelist, bearing a remark- 
able resemblance to his great 19th-century 
predecessor Dostoevsky, seemed to approach 
the issues of his speech with a feeling of 
tragic gravity. 

“Is it possible or impossible to transmit 
the experience of those who have suffered to 
those who have not suffered?” he asked. 

“Ts it ever possible to warn anyone of 
oncoming danger? How many witnesses have 
come to your country, how many waves of 
immigrants, all warning you of the same 
experiences and the same dangers? 

“Yet you go on believing that it will 
not happen here. Only when it happens to 
you will you know it is true.” 

He received a standing ovation at the 
end of his 90-minute talk from an audience 
that included Secretary of Defense James R. 
Schlesinger, Secretary of Labor John T. 
Dunlop, U.S. Ambassador to the UN Daniel 
P. Moynihan, former Secretary of State 
William P. Rogers, and former Secretary of 
Defense Melvin R. Laird. 


NF Building 
Fund 


The promotion of the Head- 
quarters Building Fund has now 
become one of the most urgent priori- 
ties in the National Front. The party 
needs to have a building better situated, 
larger and with better amenities than 
its present one in Croydon, and it 
needs to own this building itself. 

This project is going to cost a 
lot of money, but it is an essential 
project which all supporters must 
begin contributing to now. Please 
make out all cheques to the National 
Front and cross with title: ‘Building 
Fund’. 


SOME REFLECTIONS ON 


PROPAGANDA 


Continued from page 11 


emptiness and boredom in their lives, a kind 
of emotional vacuum which communist 
propaganda cleverly exploits, certainly not 
by its moderation but precisely by opposite 
qualities, namely its uncompromising force, 
power and intolerance, and by the ruthless- 
ness with which it fights through to its 

I believe that most people have become 
won over to our movement in the most com- 
mitted and active sense of the term by a 
deep personal compulsion to be involved in 
our work, which may be influenced by duty 
or self-interest, or both, to a degree, but 
which is mainly stimulated by some mystical 
emotive power within us that compels alle- 
giance and participation by an appeal to 
forces within the human character which 
defy rational analysis. Such a power does 
not have to convince a person that he should 
get out of his armchair and come and assist 
in our activities “because it is his duty” or 
“because he will one day be ruined if he 


doesn’t”; it compels him to do so because he: 


wants to, because the magnetic pull of our 
movement is greater to him than the magnetic 
pull of the particular television programme 
that he might otherwise have watched that’ 


Liberal: Why do nationalists go around 


seeing a communist behind every 
bush? 


Nationalist: Because liberals go around plant- 
ing a bush in front of every 
communist. 
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evening. 

What establishes this magnetic pull is a 
subject on its own, on which one could 
dwell at enormous length if that were pos- 
sible here, but experience convinces me that 


it stems from the very opposite qualities 


extolled by ‘moderates’ and ‘liberals’. I 
believe that our great marches, with drums 
and flags and banners, have a hypnotic effect 
on the public and an immense effect in 
solidifying the allegiance of our followers, so 
that their enthusiasm can be sustained 
throughout the much less _ spectacular 
activities, such as leafletting, which comprise 
their weekly active diet between these 
larger events. I believe that speeches, by the 
very stridency and lack of compromise 
that flavour them, can have the same effect. 
I believe that the cameraderie that can be 
found among like spirits meeting and work- 
ing together is an enormous pull. And I 
believe that there is no greater stimulant to 
that cameraderie than the experience of 
common adversity. 

Neither must we forget the element of 
hate. Liberalistic propaganda, with its pro- 
pensity to humbug, has tried to nurture the 
idea that there is something immoral and 
inhuman about hatred. But in fact the 
capacity for hate resides in every healthy 
man and woman. If we are strong enough 
and sincere enough in our love for things, 
we must surely hate those things which 
stand in direct opposition to them and 
which threaten them. If such hate does not 
exist, then such love must be insipid indeed. 
The day that our followers lose their ability 
to hate will be the day that they lose their 


power and their will to achieve anything 
worthwhile at all. Hate on its own is both 
stupid and unnatural; it has to be counter- 
balanced by equally passionate love. But 
show me a man who claims to be all love 
and no hate, and I will show you someone 
who is either eunuch or fraud. 

The British people have to be won 
to our movement. They have to be per- 
suaded to sympathise with it.. But that is 
not enough. They have to be induced to 
turn their sympathy into determined, 
practical support. And that means that 
first they have to be roused. Nothing, 
absolutely nothing, can be accomplished if 
the political temperature remains at that 
level at which the nation has been lulled to 
sleep while its enemies without and within 
have plundered its wealth and destroyed its 
freedom. We have to raise that temperature 
several degrees if people are to awake and 
something is to be done. Enthusiasm has to 
be created, and that can only be achieved 
by an appeal of dynamic force which arouses 
feelings of the masses just as electric shock 
waves arouse life, feeling and movement in 
an inert body. 

Propaganda skillfully and expertly 
conducted can do this for good or for ill. 
Neglect propaganda, shrink from it, scorn it, 
spurn it, and we will accomplish nothing. It 
is the big fact of life with which we have to 
come to terms. If we turn our backs on it, it 
will not go away. On the other hand, if we 
recognise it, befriend it and work with it, we 
can wrest its power from the forces of false- 
hood and darkness and direct it to the ser- 
vice of better things. 
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SIR: With reference to Martin Webster’s 
article ‘The League of St. George and 
European Nationalism’, it is not for me to 
explain the aims and motives of The League 
of St. George. I leave that to the leadership 
of that organization. I would, however, like 
to comment on the general question of the 
attitude of British Nationalists towards 
Europe. 

Firstly I would like to categorically 
state that I am totally opposed to all Marxist- 
infiltrated separatist and pseudo-nationalist 
groups like the Basque ETA, the SNP, Plaid 
Cymru and the Official and Provisional 
I.R.A./Sinn Fein. However, one should not 
think that, because of the existence of 
these groups, there are no genuine racial 
nationalist groups in other European coun- 
tries. As a racial nationalist I regard all Euro- 
peans as my White brothers and as potential 
allies in the world struggle against Marxism, 
in all its forms, and race-mixing. Surely all 
British Nationalists must be delighted to see 
the television pictures from Portugal of 
Communist Party headquarters burning! 

Secondly, although the policy of 
‘Unite with the White Dominions!’ is admir- 
able as an ideal, I wonder how long it can be 
regarded as a practical proposition. When I 
observe the cavortings and antics of those 
race-traitors Smith and Vaster, only one 
expression comes to my mind — SELL-OUT! 
I can envisage scenes in the not so distant 
future of planeloads of White Rhodesians 
departing from Africa in a similar state to 
the White settlers who are now fleeing from 
Angola. One can imagine a portion of South 
Africa surviving as a bastion of International 
Finance entrenched around the Oppenheimer 
Empire but that would not be a land in 
which a genuine racial nationalist would be 
proud to live. Thus we may soon be faced by 
a situation where the survival of the White 
Race will depend on a United Europe of 
some kind. 

I therefore conclude with a plea that 
National Front members and other British 
Nationalists should not turn their backs on 
Europe and should not adopt a negative 
‘Wogs begin at Calais’ attitude. I believe that 
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we should all re-consider our views about 

Europe and the extent to which we wish to 

cooperate with fellow racial nationalists in 
Europe. 

RICHARD MIDDLETON, 

Chelmsford, Essex. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: I cannot recall any occa- 
sion on which either SPEARHEAD or the 
National Front has advocated that we do not 
maintain friendly relations with genuine 
nationalists in Europe or any other part of 
the White Man’s world. We are against 
schemes to integrate Europe politically and 
economically, which is something comple- 
tely different. 

Mr. Middleton does not think much of 
our aim to bring closer together the old 
White Dominions and former Dominions, 
and he gives as his reason for this his dis- 
enchantment with the present leaders of 
South Africa and Rhodesia, who he says are 
“selling out”’ 

He may be right, but he can hardly 
say that those leaders compare unfavour- 
ably with the present leaders of France, 
Germany, Belgium or Holland. And what 
about the Scandinavian countries, two of 
which (Sweden and Denmark) represent 
today a further advance to degeneracy than 
any in the world? For that matter, can we 
say that Britain as she is at present is a 
friend and an ally worth having to any self- 
respecting white nation? 

Surely our attitude to countries, 
including our own, is based not on what 
they are now but on what they have the 
potential to be. If it were the former, there 
would be scarcely a worthwhile friend and 
ally among White nations anywhere in the 
world. 

‘European union’ has been the grave- 
yard of every nationalist movement since 


the last war, both in Britain and on the Con- 
tinent — for the very good reason that it is 
incompatible with true nationalism and has 
scarcely any popular appeal. I am amazed 
that anyone should fail to see this after so 
many years of fruitless allegiance to such a 
fantasy. J.T. 


SIR: With regards to the article by Richard 
Edmonds entitled ‘Anachy at Tulse Hill’, I 
can verify the activities in the schools in 
South London by the communist teachers, 
and I have written letters to the South 
London Press on about six occasions recen- 
tly with not one being printed and not even 
a letter in return to explain why. 

As this paper is obviously left biased 
may I suggest that all members of the 
National Front refrain from - buying the 
paper and also encourage others who are 
sympathisers to do the same. 

With regards to the immigrants, I 
recently came across a result of this mass 
immigration that I did not think of before. 
I met two visitors to our shores who were 
Americans. They lived in Heidelberg in 
Germany and had not been here for eighteen’ 
years. They will not come again ever. Why? 
Because they were insulted by the blacks 
and could not find a restaurant where under- 
standable English was spoken. The lady told 
me, and these are her words, “England is no 
longer England; this once delightful land has 
become a rubbish heap; how sad.” 

“England is no longer England” these 
words have stuck in me and I wonder are we 
going to get rid of these blacks and stop the 
rot or are we going to give in and become 
second class citizens and let the blacks rule 
it over us? 

R. A. JACKSON 
London S.E.15. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 
published in the Bradford Te/egraph & Argus. 


Sir—Coun. Lightowler isto names to 


be both commended and 


cover their ex- 
treme Left-wing politics i.e. 


members of the National 
Front but one who. has. 


criticised for banning the 


extreme Left-wing group 
who hide under the name 
Bradford Trades Council 
from holding their Ad Hor 
Committee Against Fascism 
propaganda play at the Lib- 
rary Theatre. 

Commended because it is 
refreshing to find people are 
‘starting to realise ju:t how 
dangerous these people are 
who hide under -various 


supporters of Black Power, 
the IRA, anarchy, a break 
down of law and order and 
anything anti-British. 
_Criticised because by stop- 
ping these people from hold- 
ing their meeting it is 
another nail in the coffin of 
free speech; in allowing 
them to express their views 
people will find out just 
whose side this group is on. 
As one of the latest new 


known them for many years, 
I would challenge Bradford 
Trades Council to provide 
any evidence that members 
of the National Front are 
anything but law-abiding 
ordinary British peovle who 
are deeply concerned in the 
direction which Britain is 
now going. 
J. MERRICK, 
Ivy Cottage, 
Soaper Lane, 
Bradford 6. 


Trouble shooting 


Sinister accord at Helsinki 


The drive towards ever-closer colla- 
boration between International Finance and 
International Communism in the cause of 
World Government (the process mislead- 
ingly described by the world’s press as 
“detente’’) is proceeding apace. 

Recently the heads of 33 European 
states plus the United States and Canada met 
at Helsinki, Finland, and agreed on the fol- 
lowing ten points of ‘principle’ :— 

1) Sovereign equality and respect of sovereign 
rights; 

2) Refraining from the threat or the use of 
force; 

3) Inviolability of frontiers; 

4) Territorial integrity of states; 

5) Peaceful settlement of all disputes; 

6) Non-intervention in internal affairs; 

7) Respect for human rights; 

8) Equal rights and self-determination of 
peoples; 

9) Co-operation among states; 

10) Fulfilment in good faith of all obliga- 
tions under international law. 

All this, of course, is just so much 
humbug and eyewash . . . a diplomatic sick 
joke. What most of those points boil down 
to is that the so-called West has agreed to 
recognise and accept the colonisation by 
Soviet Russia of half of Europe during the 
latter part of the Second World War. 

In 1939 Britain went to war against 
Nazi Germany ostensibly to defend Poland. 
(I will refrain from speculating on why we 
did not declare war on the Soviet Union at 
the same time, as Germany and Russia 
jointly invaded Poland and were at that time 
allied through the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. 
But the point remains that we engaged in a 
World War, at enormous cost in lives and 
treasure, to safeguard Poland.) 

Anybody who knows Poland, and 
Polish people and Polish history will know 
that the Poles no more wanted and want to 
be the colony of Russia than they wanted to 
be the colony of Germany. But under the 
agreement made at Finland, we — and the 
so-called ‘Free West’ — have abandoned the 
Poles, formally and officially, to their fate. 

Not only that, we have abandoned the 
Ukraine, Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia, and the people of eastern 
Germany as well. 

Therefore the Helsinki Agreement can 
only be seen as a tremendous diplomatic, 
strategic and political victory for the Soviet 
Union and, in practical terms, a vindication 
of every act of brutality, suppression and 
tyranny carried out not just by the sup- 
posedly “reformist and liberal’ Kruschev 


and Brezhnev, but also by Stalin. 

No matter how much current leaders 
in Russia pretend to deplore Stalin, they, 
together with their Western friends, have 
agreed to ratify and uphold his bloody hand- 
iwork. As Leonid Brezhnev smugly put it 
in his speech at the end of the Helsinki 
conference: 

“The Soviet Union regards the out- 
come of the conference not merely as a 
necessary summing up of the political results 
of the Second World War. It provides at the 
same time an insight into the future, in terms 
of the realities of today and the centuries- 
old experience of the nations of Europe.” 

So the agreement was not just an 
international seal of approval on Russian 
Communism’s bloody colonial heritage, but 
also “‘an insight into the future”’. 

While the agreement was a big step 
towards World Government, Brezhnev makes 
it clear that there are other steps to come. 
He said: 

“If there are compromises here (and 
there were — but he made none of them!) 
then these compromises are well-grounded 
and of the kind that benefit peace without 
obliterating the differences in ideologies and 
social systems. To be more precise, they 
represent an expression of the common 
political will of the participating states in a 
form that is feasible today . . . The exper- 
ience of the conference provides important 
conclusions for the future too.” 

Don’t say you have not been warned! 

The next stage in the development, 
which will take place during the course of 
the next decade or so, will be the persistent 
development of all manner of involvements 
between the European Common Market and 
the Warsaw Pact/Comecon bloc. This will 
begin (indeed, it is already laid down in 
various E.E.C. protocols) with a harmonisa- 
tion of tarriff barriers between the Common 
Market and the Soviet Empire in Eastern 
Europe. 

Proceeding parallel with these deve- 
lopments will be the expansion of the 
already considerable funding of Soviet 
industrial development by Western inter- 
national Banks in the form of long-term low 
interest loans, the losses on which, as now 
and in the past, will be subsidised by the 
American British, French and German 
taxpayers. 

At the same time, the drive towards 
political and monetary union of the member 
nations of the E.E.C. (which British pro 
Marketeers untruthfully declared was a 
“dead duck” prior to the Referendum on 
Britain’s membership of the E.E.C.) will be 
implemented. 


In turn, the new Euro-currency will 
become linked to some form of inter- 
national ‘paper-gold’ issued and controlled 
by the private consortium of international 
bankers who now control the World Bank, 
the International Monetary Fund and the 
US. Federal Reserve Board. 

To those who suggest that this is a 
too paranoid a scenario for the next decade 
or so, I would merely direct their attention 
to what took place during the past decade. 

Who would have thought it possible 
ten or 15 years ago that at a time when the 
East and the West were supposedly poised 
on the brink of nuclear war, when the tax- 
payers of the West were paying for count- 
less billions of pounds worth of defence 
from the menace of Soviet aggression, that 
the leaders of the “Free World’ would bail 
the leaders of the Soviet Union out of 
trouble by selling them all the cheap wheat 
they needed? 

Who would have thought it possible 
that at a time when British industry was 
finding it ever harder to survive world 
competition that British Governments would 
encourage British banks to make long- 
term, low-interest loans to the Soviet Union 
to build up its industry . . . whilst under- 
taking that the losses incurred by the banks 
in making these loans would be subsidised 
by the British taxpayer — and this happen- 
ing at a time when British Governments were 
continually contracting short-term, high- 
interest loans from America-based banks? 

Who would have thought that the 
massive advance which the Soviet Union has 
made in the last decade in the arms race was 
only made possible by financial and tech- 
nological aid provided by America-based 
finance houses and multi-national com- 
panies, approved by _ successive United 
States Governments? 

Those events and actions are not a 
paranoid invention. They are facts. They are 
part of a long history of betrayal and con- 
spiracy, of which the agreement at Helsinki 
is just the latest chapter. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 


POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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Four Party portraits | 


Terry Verity 


TERRY VERITY is 43, married and with 6 
children. He joined the National Front in 
1972 and was elected to the committee of 
the Leicester Branch at the end of that 
year. 

Since that time he has been one of the 
most dedicated and active members of the 
branch, and at the last party A.G.M. was 
awarded a gold badge for exceptionally good 
service to the National Front. Only a very 
few members ever receive this award. 

He has stood as a candidate in two 
local elections in Leicester and on each 
occasion obtained one of the highest votes 
of any NF candidates. 

Terry Verity is certainly not one of 
those members who believes that the NF 
begins and ends in his locality. He is to be 
seen frequently travelling all over the country 
to attend large national rallies and has 
played a big part in getting other Leicester 
members to do the same. 

Although now living in Leicester, he 
was born in Colne, Lancashire and was 
educated in Leeds. He saw 3 years active 
service in Korea, attached to the Royal 
Leicester Regiment as a small arms instruc- 
tor, and has also served with the Royal 
Northumberland Fusiliers. 

He takes a keen interest in local affairs 
and serves on the committee of the largest 
tenants’ association in the Leicester area. 

He is related to Hedley Verity, the 
famous Yorkshire and England cricketer, 
from whom he derives his middle name. 

Terry Verity is a man with an uncom- 
promising nationalist outlook, and he has 
always fought against any tendencies to 
introduce liberalism into the party ranks. 
This he will continue to do with all the means 
within his power. 
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Richard Edmonds 


RICHARD EDMONDS has forced his way 
to prominence in the National Front during 
the past year particularly as a result of the 
widespread publicity he received as a teacher 
at Tulse Hill Comprehensive School being 
viciously attacked by the parents of black 
children of the school because he stood as an 
NF candidate in last October’s General 
Election. 

There is much more to Richard 
Edmonds, however, than is contained in this 
episode. Before he joined the National Front 
he lived and worked for a time in both 
Australia, where he worked in a Melbourne 
brass foundry, and Canada, where he was 
employed as a heavy labourer by a nickel 
mining company in North Ontario. 

On his return to Britain he went to 
university to study electronic engineering 
and graduated with a lst class honours 
degree, then subsequently took up teaching. 

He has recently become Chairman of 
the Lewisham branch, and in that capacity 
can be regularly seen leading his colleagues 
out into the local high street for literature 
sales every Saturday — often in the face of 
communist intimidation. 

Richard’s experiences at Tulse Hill, 
one of the most notorious schools in the 
country in respect of its reputation for 
multi-racialism, disorder and red _ infiltra- 
tion onto the teaching staff, entitle him 
to speak with considerable authority on 
subjects which pertain to those things. 
His experience in two major countries of 
the White Commonwealth has also pro- 
vided a valuable insight into life among 
people with whom it is the policy of the 
NF to rebuild close links, while his classless 
background is very typical of both the 
composition and outlook of the party. 


Graham Manning 


GRAHAM MANNING is one of the earliest 
pioneers of the National Front, and to him 
must go the largest single share of the 
credit for the establishment of the party in 
the West of England generally and in the 
Bristol area in particular. 

Bristol Branch has always striven to 
represent itself at local elections. In 1970 
the Branch had 14 candidates in the field — 
one of them being Graham. Shortly before 
Polling Day Red hooligans smashed in the 
window of his menswear shop in the centre 
of the city, and left behind a death-threat 
note. Graham calmly cleared up the mess 
and carried on campaigning. 

Bristol Branch has sustained an in- 
creasing level of activity over a number of 
years, not least by fielding two candidates 
in the February and October, 1974 General 
Elections. Spearhead readers will remember 
the TV film of the Bristol Branch election 
meeting last October which showed the 
tremendous battle candidates, speakers and 
audience put up against a large crowd of 
Reds who mobbed the hall. 

In addition to founding Bristol Branch, 
Graham, and his wife Eunice, toured the 
West Country in the early days of the NF, 
getting new units established in Cardiff and 
Cheltenham and Exeter, and forming Re- 
gional links with Bournemouth and Dor- 
chester Branches. On top of all this local and 
Regional work, Graham was also able to give 
consistent service to the NF as a member of 
the National Directorate from 1969 to 


1974. 
The Western region of the NF has prob- 


ably led the country in the promotion of 
political education within the party, and 
this has mainly been due to Graham’s own 
efforts. 


EVENTS! 


SPEARHEAD takes this opportunity to 
remind its readers well in advance of the two 
major National Front events remaining this 
year. It is vital that every effort be made to 
get to these events and make them a success 
from the point of view of turn-out. 

The party Annual General Meeting, 
which will be held at Chelsea Town Hall on 
Saturday, October 11th, is of course for 
party members only, and no member will be 
admitted who cannot show a membership 
card with subscriptions paid up to date. 

Few members will need to be reminded 
that this is a very crucial A.G.M. which 


FOUR PARTY PORTRAITS 
Continued 


NATIONAL FRONT 
Annual General Meeting 
Chelsea Town Hall, 
Fulham Broadway, London S.W.6 
Saturday, October 11th 
Starting 10.30 a.m. 


Remembrance Day March 
Assemble: Bressenden Place, 
London S.W.1 
Sunday, November 9th, 2 p.m. 


could decide the direction the party takes 
for many years to come. In the case of those 
members who have strong opinions on this 
matter and who have been in touch with us 
expressing these opinions over the past 
months, there is absolutely no excuse for 
non-attendance other than unavoidable 
occupational commitments, in which case 
those members should ensure that their 
proxy votes are given to reliable colleagues 
who will be in attendance. 


* 


The annual Remembrance Day march 
is, as everyone will know, the most important 
event in the National Front party calendar. 
All patriots, and not just National Front 
members, are welcome to join in this great 


parade. 


Last year 5,000 marched from Victoria 
to the Cenotaph for the wreath-laying cere- 


~DONT MISS THESE TWO BIG 


1973, 1,500 in 1972 and 800 in 1971. Each 
year the turn-out provides a barometer of 
the party’s growth within the year, and we 
shall be hoping for a considerably increased 
turn-out this year. 

There will, as usual, be a first class 
band provided to lead the marchers. 


* * * 


If members are to be able to turn out 
in the maximum numbers for these two vital 
events, they and their branches need to start 
organising now. For all those coming long 
distances coach and car parties must imme- 
diately be planned and the necessary book- 
ings of coaches made. Don’t take the smug 
view that there is still plenty of time. There 
may be plenty of time — if no hitches occur, 
but wise organisers always allow for hitches 
in bookings and plan accordingly. Those 
who want to turn up in numbers that will do 
credit to their branches should waste no 
time whatever — they should start putting 
their plans into operation tomorrow. 


American nationalist seeks copy of “Gold in 
the Furnace”’ by Savitri Devi. $30.00 offered. 
Interested in other books by same. Apply 
Box 88; Spearhead. 


PASS SPEARHEAD 


ON AFTER YOU HAVE 


FINISHED READING. 


mony and from there on to a rousing meet- 
ing. This was in comparison with 3,000 in 


DON SAYER is the Chairman of the North 
Manchester branch of the National Front 
and has played a big part in building that 


branch to its present strength. He is also, 


Lancs. regional secretary. 

He is a nationalist of considerable ex- 
perience, having been a member of the 
British Campaign to Stop Immigration 
before joining the NF. 

He has done a lot to promote political 
education within his branch and also to 
train members in speaking. 

Don, like the other personalities fea- 
tured here, belongs very much to the tra- 
ditional nationalist — as opposed to ‘populist’ 
wing of the NF. 

He is well respected as one of the most 
dedicated members in the North West. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!’’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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‘COINTELPRO’ 


disrupted 
Right Wing 


We reprint the following article in 
slightly abridged form with acknowledge- 
ments to: THE THUNDERBOLT, of P.O. 
Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia, U.S.A. While it 
relates specifically to the American political 
scene, it exposes a technique that is univer- 
sal and should be of particular interest and 
concern to British readers. 


DOES FBI’S “COINTELPRO” PLAN 
STILL EXIST? 


Every day we read lurid tales about 
the CIA and its involvement in illegal spying 
and even assassinations. Dropped from the 
headlines was the initial investigation of the 
FBI by Congress and its activities to disrupt 
and destroy Patriotic Right Wing groups in 
America. Today the press even states that 
domestic CIA undercover work would have 
been alright if it had been left to the FBI. 

It seems as if the Congress and the 
daily press have decided to drop their inves- 
tigation of the FBI and let the public believe 
that the only problem with insuring freedom 
and justice in this country lies in straight- 
ening out the CIA! 


Most of the information on the FBI’s’ 


“COINTELPRO” program, designed to 
wreck the right wing, was never published in 
the daily press. Therefore, we publish below 
information revealed by former Attorney 
General William Saxbe before he was removed 
from his post. Many believe that Mr. Saxbe 
was dumped because he revealed too much 
about the FBI. 

The following are facts Saxbe revealed 
the FBI’s COINTELPRO program. 
While there is new evidence that 
COINTELPRO is still going on today it was 
supposed to have begun against what the 
FBI described as “White Hate Groups” in 
1964. They claim to have ended the program 
in 1971. During this period Atty. Gen. 
Saxbe says the FBI agents came up with 
404 proposals on how to disrupt White 
groups. Higher FBI authorities in Washing- 
ton approved and implemented 289 of these 
illegal plans. They determined that 139 were 
“successful”. 


on 


WHAT WERE THE PLOTS? 


The sabotage of Patriotic Christian 
groups was broken down into categories. 
They included the following: 

1. Intimidating individual members 
with unannounced visits intended to frighten 
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The FBI 
“COINTELPRO” 
Sabotage Record 

Against 

Christian 


Patriots: 


1) 404 Disruptive Acts 
Proposed 

2) 289 Of the Acts Approved 

3) 139 Acts were Successful 


them into ceasing their activities. 

2. Approaching members considered 
disaffected in order to bribe them into 
becoming paid pimps. 

3. Creating internal dissensions within 
the group by having provocateurs play on 
petty differences of individual members. 

4. Manufacturing and planting fictitious 
material, supposedly showing poor behaviour 
by a group’s leader so that members would 
quit. Often material was used from the files 
of the Jewish Anti-Defamation League. 

Atty. Gen. Saxbe said that the chief 
purpose of these activities was to create 
dissension and cause disruption, to sow 
dissension internally, and to exploit what 
otherwise would have been petty disputes. 
In other words totally wreck and neutralize 
the effectiveness of the groups’ work. 

Another very important revelation was 
a special activity which was initiated only 
against White groups to split them apart. 
This was the establishment of “sham organ- 
izations” for the sole purpose of disruption, 
discouraging and enticing away loyal mem- 
bers. Saxbe interestingly reveals that 5 such 
fake FBI front groups were established posing 
as conservative Rightist groups! 

Today Rev. Robert Miles of Michigan 
and Leroy Gibson of North Carolina are in 
prison because of the testimony of paid FBI 
informers. Bob Miles was convicted of the 
conspiracy to bomb the school buses in 
Pontiac, Mich., chiefly on the basis of testi- 
mony of one Wendell Evans. Since that time 
Mr. Evans has come forward and given 
defense attorneys in the case a sworn affi- 
davit that he was “coerced by FBI agents 
who programmed” him to give the answers 
the Justice Department wanted for a convic- 
tion. Evans stated that two FBI agents, 


Philip Mercado, and Jerry Graybill had made 
veiled threats that he might lose custody of 
his daughters by a previous marriage. Evans 
also swore that Mercado threatened to try 
and have him fired from his job if he did not 
co-operate. Wendell Evans also charged that 
he was held by the federal agents “against 
my will’ for one hour and twenty minutes 
in their car where they questioned him 
“while keeping their hands on their guns.” 

Despite this new evidence that Evans 
gave false testimony under duress Rev. 
Robert Miles, a leader in the Klan, is still in 
the Marion, Illinois prison. 

Another famous case was that of Sam 
Bowers of Mississippi, head of the White 
Knights. He was sent to prison on the testi- 
mony of Rev. Delmar Dennis who was paid 
$15,000 for his services by the FBI. Bowers 
has 10 more months to serve while Dennis 
makes money travelling around as a paid 
speaker for the pro-FBI John Birch Society 
and writing slanderous books against the 
Klan. 

While the above cases happened during 
COINTELPRO years we note that in the 
Nashville Banner on March 25, 1974 a report 
that FBI agents visited a Nashville motel 
hours before Klan leader David Duke was to 
address a meeting. It was obvious that their 
intention was to intimidate the proprietor 
into cancelling the meeting hall. 

Yes, perhaps COINTELPRO was can- 
celled in 1971 but this does not mean that 
the program cannot be resurrected under a 
new name. Once that plot is disclosed it 
can, in turn, be “‘discontinued”’. 

The Los Angeles Times of Nov. 27, 
1974 quotes present FBI Director Clarence 
M. Kelley as testifying before the House 
Committee on Constitutional Rights that: 
“J will not abridge the rights of any citizen 
without obtaining higher approval or unless 
in balance there would be a feeling on my 
part that it would be a good idea.” 

By this he means that the approval of 
our present Attorney General Edward Levi. 
One may rest assured that Levi would never 
give the nod to Kelley to use his FBI agents 
to harass any Marxist group. Of course the 
Christian Right will remain vulnerable! 

Today the daily press continues to 
praise the FBI and condemn only the CIA as 
posing a threat to our liberties. The truth is 
just the reverse because the FBI is right here 
at home and we are asked to place our 
simple good faith in “The Bureau” on their 
promise to be “good boys” in the future. 

If any member of the NSRP is ever 
visited by the FBI or in anyway harassed by 
them they should immediately report this 
to your National Chairman, Attorney J. B. 
Stoner. Then our organization can take any 
legal steps deemed necessary to insure your 
rights under the constitution. Always 
remember that truth can never be crushed 
and we must never allow ourselves to be 
detoured from our goal in the struggle for 
the preservation of our RACE, NATION 
AND FAITH! 


Printed and published by Albion Press, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


